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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1 , 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 

Murakami et al. (US Patent No. 6, 559,834 B1) in view Wolk et al. (US Patent No. 

6,485,884 B2) and Sahouani et al. (US Patent No. 6,574,044 B1). 

As to claim 1, Murakami et al. teaches a touch screen (See Fig. 1, item 100) for 

use with LCD display (See Fig. 1, items 100, 130, 140, Col.3, Lines 57-61), comprising: 

a) a substrate having a top and bottom side (See Fig. 1 , items 100, 130, 
140, Col.3, Lines 57-61), the LCD display being located on the bottom side of the 
substrate (See Fig. 3, items 200-204, Col. 6, Lines 4-11); 

b) a plurality of touch screen elements located on the top side of substrate 
(See Fig. 3, items 101-104, 111, Col. 5, Lines 33-45); 

c) a polarizing element for reducing glare and improving contrast of the 
LCD display (See Fig. 3, items 102-103, Col. 1, Lines 27-25 and Col. 5, Lines 33-37). 

Murakami et al. does not show OLED display. 

Wolk etal. teaches OLED display (See Fig. 1a, items 100, 110, 120, Col. 8, Lines 
48-53). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate teaching of Wolk et al. into the Murakami et al. system in order 
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to enable the fabrication and manufacture of patterned organic electronic device (See 
Col. 1, Lines 28-34 in the Wolk et al. reference). 

Murakami et al. and Wolk et al. do not show the polarizing element is an integral 
part of substrate. 

Sahouani et al. teaches the polarizing element is an integral part of substrate 
(see Col. 9, Lines 10-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate teaching of Sahouani et al. into Wolk et al. and the Murakami et 
al. system in order to block substantially all visible light (See Col. 1, Lines 50-54 in the 
Sahouani et al. reference). 

As to claim 5, Wolk et al. teaches the OLED display is a top emitting display (See 
Fig. 1b, items 150, 152a, 152b, Col. 9, Lines 43-58) and substrate of the touch screen 
also serves as a cover sheet on the top emitting display (See Fig. 1a, items 130, Col. 9, 
Lines 15-20). 

As to claim 6, Wolk et al. teaches the OLED display is a bottom emitting display 
having a substrate on which are deposited organic light emitting elements that emit light 
through the substrate of the display (See Fig. 1a, items 120,110, Col. 8, Lines 48-50) 
and substrate of the display also serves as the substrate of the touch screen (See Fig. 
1a, items 120, 130). 
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2. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wolk et 
al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Goldan et al. (US Patent No. 6,483, 498 B1 ). 

Wolk et al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. do not show the touch screen is 
a resistive wire touch screen. 

Goldan et al. teaches the touch screen is a resistive wire touch screen (See 
Col. 4, Lines 30-34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention use the touch screen is a resistive wire touch screen as shown by Goldan et 
al. in the Wolk et al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. apparatus. 

3. Claims 8-9, 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wolk et al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further 
in view of Quist et al. (US 2002/0044065 A1 ). 

Wolk et al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. do not show a four-wire, a five- 
wire or a capacitive touch screen. 

Quist et al. teaches a four-wire, a five-wire or a capacitive touch screen (See 
Figs. 5-6, item 26, Col. 6, paragraph 00046). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention use a four-wire, a five-wire or a capacitive touch screen as shown by Quist et 
al. in the Wolk et al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. apparatus. 
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4. Claim 1 0 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Wolk et 
al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Duwaer (US Patent No. 5, 402,151). 

Wolk et al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. do not show a surface acoustic 
touch screen. 

Duwaer teaches a surface acoustic touch screen (See Fig. 1 , items 
10,16,18,20,22,24, Col. 6, Lines 18-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention use a surface acoustic touch screen as shown by Duwaer in the Wolk et al., 
Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. apparatus. 

5. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wolk et 
al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Albro et al. (US Patent No. 6, 403, 223 B1). 

Wolk et al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. do not show a circular polarizer 
as polarizing element. 

Albro et al. teaches a circular polarizer as polarizing element (See Fig. 2b, 
items 128,20, Col. 10, Lines 24-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention use a circular polarizer as polarizing element screen as shown by Albro et al. 
in the Wolk et al., Sahouani et al. and Murakami et al. apparatus. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

The Unno et al. (US Patent No. 6,233,027 B1) reference discloses a polarizer as 
integral part of substrate. 

Response to Amendment 

7. Applicant's arguments filed on 07-09-04 with respect to claims 1,5-11,15 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Telephone inquire 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonid Shapiro whose telephone number is 703-305- 
5661 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8 a.m. to 5 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bipin Shalwala can be reached on 703-305-4938. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Ls 12.06.04 




VIJAY SHANKAR 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



